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EDITORS' PREFACE
The second issue of Volume 20 of the Law Review continues to
probe areas important to the attorney concerned with social progress
in addition to presenting careful analysis of various current prob-
lems in more traditional areas of the law. Tersh Boasberg argues
that the private Bar has ignored its public responsibilities by failing
to become meaningfully involved in the effort to provide solutions
to the "urban crisis." He delineates the potentially multifarious as-
pects of the private practice of urban law, concluding with the
prophesy that unless private practitioners become involved in these
problems, the practice of law will become an anachronism in our
time.
Presenting an economic impact analysis of two recently passed
consumer protection laws (the Fair Packaging and Labeling Act and
the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act), Professor Rob-
ert L. Birmingham offers an explanation of how the laws operate
to facilitate free market mechanisms, making it possible for the con-
sumer to purchase more intelligently. Adopting a more classical ap-
proach to legal analysis, C. Michael Abbott has written on a gen-
erally ignored area of constitutional law - the rights of secondary
school students. Mr. Abbott considers the conflict between the
school administrators' desire for work to proceed as usual and the
students' right to fair treatment and protection from undue con-
straints on their constitutional rights.
Professor Kathleen L. Barber documents a simple fact for the
reader: State and federal court judges in Ohio and Michigan have
tended to vote consistently with the interests of their respective po-
litical parties in the reapportionment cases following Baker v. Cary.
Without attempting to draw any broad generalizations, Professor
Barber alerts the Bar and the public to an apparent pattern of
judicial partisanship.

